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ist.7 Cultural and historic resources found within 
the project site include pots and chipped stone 
flakes that are evidence of tool and arrowhead 
making.8 However more importantly the Blythe 
area also contains sacred geoglyphs, large pic-
tures of human figures or animals, which are of 
critical importance to Native American tribes 
and are considered central to their history.9 The 
geoglyphs, also called Intaglios, at Blythe were 
formed when ancient Native American tribes 
cleared soil and rocks on the ground in order to 
create large-scale images 
that can be seen from the 
air.10 This prehistoric rock 
art was closely tied to the 
natural surroundings and 
its spiritual or cosmological 
context at the time it was 
made.11 Lower Colorado 
River geoglyph and rock 
art sites may represent 
prehistoric ceremonial cen-
ters, placed along a route 
between sacred places.12 
These sites are also con-
sidered by lower Colorado 
Native American tribes as 
depicting actual events of 
the gods and images of the 
creator.13 Local tribal mem-
bers have maintained the 
geoglyphs at Blythe.
However, the BSPP 
threatens the right to ethi-
cal and balanced land use, 
as Native American tribes 
will potentially experience 
the destruction of their cul-
tural and religious sites ex-
isting within the proposed 
project location. Since the power plant is being 
built on public land rather than a reservation, Na-
tive American tribal jurisdiction is limited. Some 
geoglyphs at Blythe are well known and already 
protected; however, the geoglyphs that may be 
damaged by the solar project are not guaran-
teed the same protection. The probable damage 
to the geoglyphs within the BSPP location is not 
considered a significant impact under CEQA since 
the law uses the California Register of Historic Re-
sources (CRHR) in determining the historic or cul-
tural significance of a resource. These geoglyphs 
currently do not exist on the register and are de-
fined as ineligible to be added to it for reasons 
discussed below.14 The only recommendation 
provided by the CEC is to 
maintain historic informa-
tion about the resource if it 
is destroyed. The CEC Staff 
Assessment explicitly states 
that additional avoidance 
of these figures is not a re-
alistic option despite their 
importance to the Native 
American people.15 A spe-
cific geoglyph, the Kokopel-
li figure, could potentially 
be built over or being dam-
aged during construction of 
the Blythe project since it 
is not currently protected. 
Kokopelli is a fertility deity 
that is typically depicted as 
a humpbacked flute player 
and presides over child-
birth and agriculture. This 
image has been venerated 
by some Native American 
cultures, especially those 
in the Southwestern United 
States.16 Not only are these 
images considered sacred, 
but so is the entire land-
scape that they occupy.
Several groups and individuals attempted 
to protect these sites from solar power devel-
opment. Chemehuevi elder Phil Smith of the 
Colorado River Indian Tribes and Fort Mohave 
Indian Tribe representative Rev. Ron Van Fleet 
put their efforts into fighting the Blythe Project, 
which they claimed would devastate much of 
the local tribes’ history.17 They believe that the 
sacred land of their ancestors merits protection. 
In addition, historian Alfredo Figueroa made it 
his mission to protect the geoglyphs and wor-
ried that solar projects such as Blythe would do 
significant harm.18 The proposed location of the 
BSPP appears to considerably overlap with the 
position of the geoglyphs and prehistoric trails. 
The large number of proposed energy projects 
in the region has led to unbalanced land use and 
has presented difficulties for Native Americans 
who wanted to preserve sacred lands. Some 
tribal members expressed concern about the 
excessive number of solar projects being planned 
for the area. In addition, tribes did not have suffi-
cient time to examine and respond to thousands 
of pages of environmental documents; they were 
also concerned because, in several cases, the 
government wouldn’t decide how to deal with 
the loss of cultural resources until after projects 
were approved. Another issue was that the BLM 
fast-tracked approval for the BSPP and other 
projects in the area so they would qualify for 
federal stimulus money.19 This placed additional 
constraints on Native Americans in efficiently 
dealing with the BSPP and other energy projects. 
The cumulative impacts of these projects will af-
fect Native Americans disproportionately in that 
a majority of their sacred sites exist on the lands 
where these projects are being proposed. 
The project’s approval process violated Native 
Americans’ rights to participate as equal partners 
at every level of decision-making. Section 106 
consultation with the Native Americans was 
initiated with the BSPP due to the existence of 
their cultural resources within the project area. 
During the formal consultation session, Native 
American tribes expressed difficulty in respond-
ing to solar developments and meaningfully 
participating in the section 106 process.20 The 
coordination of section 106 under National 
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Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires federal 
agencies to take into account the effects of their 
undertakings on historic properties and afford 
a reasonable opportunity to comment. It must 
also plan to involve the public and identify other 
potential consulting parties.21 Former Los Angeles 
City Planner and member of La Cuna de Aztlán 
Sacred Sites Protection Circle, Jim Guerra, com-
mented on how the BLM ineffectively followed 
these guidelines. He stated that comments were 
not seriously considered during public hearings, 
and he felt that agencies were simply attempt-
ing to get through the legal process rather than 
meaningfully responding and considering input 
from the community. He noted that the agencies 
were consulting with tribes outside of the area 
and were not meeting directly with the group 
containing a memorandum of understanding. 
Guerra also claims that the Mojave tribe did 
not play a significant role in consultation since 
they could not be reached when the agencies 
initially attempted to contact them by email and 
phone, suggesting a lack of effort at reaching out 
to other potential consulting parties. Additional 
complaints regarding limitations in the Section 
106 process included language that was too 
technical and complicated and consultations that 
did not provide concise and clear statements of 
the potential impacts. Tribes were continually 
referred to the Internet for more information. 
However, many tribal members do not have 
access to this resource, and the information 
presented in official documents on the project 
was both lengthy and difficult to understand.22 
Poor outreach methods by the agencies and a 
lack of an honest effort in informing potentially 
affected groups illustrate the ineffective attempts 
at meaningful participation. 
In addition, Native American sovereignty 
and self-determination were violated and the 
specific religious needs of Native Americans 
were not met. While many tribal members 
consider the kokopelli figure and other geoglyphs 
to be sacred sites, the protections afforded by 
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